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Re: NdRM - PR DOCKET 92-235

Dear Senator DIANE FEINSTEIN:

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington, DC 20510

20510

Mark Meyers
1027 Central Pl.
Madera, Ca. 93637
(209) 673-2024

January 24, 1993
Dear Mrs. Feinstein,

I am writing you in opposition to part of NPRM-PR DOCKET 92-
235. The new rules would allow the Mobile Land Service to insert
two new frequencies at 72.0325 MHz and 72.0375 MHz which is
between the model channel 12 - 72.0300 MHz and the commercial
channel at 72.0400 MHz. This is just one example of the inserts
requested in this new rule, there are others, in both the 72 MHz
area and the 75 MHz frequencies.

It is very important to understand that the radio control
models we are talking about are NOT toys. These models may have a
wing span of ten feet or more, travel at speeds of 150 miles an
hour and may weigh up to 50 pounds. I have personally seen these
models go out of control and fly through both sides of a station
wagon before corning to a stop. These models are aircraft and can
become very deadly if out of control. The frequency separation of
only 2.5 KHz is not adequate for safe control of these models.

We have gone through an update of our equipment just two
years ago which was to improve the safety and availability of
channels. This required update cost most users about $60 dollars
for each radio system sent to the manufacturer. Some systems could
not be updated and were required to be replaced at an average cost
of $200 dollars each. We were all assured at that time we would
not have any problems with the new equipment for years to come.
Now, two years later, we're told we will have to have our
equipment modified again to move away from these new insert
frequencies to insure safe operation at a very substantial cost.

I live in a rural area, and I know of at least 200 people who
will be affected adversely by this change and for those in
metropolitan areas the number could easily be 100 times greater.

Please vote NO on NPRM PH DOCKET 92-235 or insure changes are



~made to protect the 72 MHz and 75 MHz model radio control
frequencies.

Thank You. Mark Meyers

Sincerely,

Mark Meyers

CompuServe Mail: 72017,2366

Distribution:

To: The Honorable DIANE FEINSTEIN> TLX:***Gram***



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejectiQn of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.e. for adoption.

During the last five vears we in the Radio Control Model hobbv were
required to replace ail our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz. . .

ilist of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive,therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I coul~ take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz, away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

Sierra Aluminum Company
ALUMINUM EXTRUSIONS AND PAINTING

2345 Fleetwood DrIve' Riverside, CA 92509



THE HONORABLE DIANNE FEINSTEIN

331 Hart Building

Washington, D.C. 20510

'The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) his issued
a Notice of Proposed Rule Mllcing (NPRM·PR Docket 92·235)
which, if implemented, will have a profound effect on model ,
frequency use. Developed by the FCC Land Mobile Service, it
creates a massive frequency re5rrucluring-the filllt of its type
in 60 years.

The 419 page document addresses frequency use in another
service (Pan 88) but will also affect Part 95 where our RC
frequency use lives. Without becoming too technical, the
restructuring inserts two new frequencies between those
presently assigned for modeling use and commercial users.
That means we could have a Iransmiller almost four times the
power output of ours. only 2.5 kHz away from a large number
of our 72 and 75 MHz frequenCies.

In the 72 MHz band. thiny-one of our frequencies would be
bracketed. principally in the lower end of the band (below
channel 42). A similar condition would exist in the 75 MHz
band. Two examplcs of the frequency placing would look like
the following:

Model Chennel 14 72.070 MHz
New insert 72.0725 MHz
New insert 72.0775 MHz

Present Commercial 72.080 MHz
New insert 72.0825 MHz
New insert 72.0875 MHz

Model Channel 15 72.090 MHz

OR

Model Channel 62 75.430 MHz
New Insert 75.4325 MHz
New insert 75.4375 MHz

Present Commercial 75.440 MHz
New insert 75.4425 MHz
New insert 75.4475 MHz

Model Chsnnel 63 75.450 MHz

NOl only are these new frequencies very close to OUlll, they
are also designated as "mobile", therefore we would never
know where they are operating, including right in the pit Ilea
at your field or on the streel and highway nearby. In addition.
the technical specifications for the new equipment allows a
legll frequency tolerance which could place their signal
directly on ours!

Feh 1, 1993

2:28

I am strongly opposed to PR DOCKET 92­
235 (See sidebar) for the following rea­
sons:

(1) Interferance into the radio frequen­
cies used by radio control hobbiests by
a by powerful nearby transmitter using
an adjacent frequency is a real and
dangerous possibility. With R.C. airpla­
nes weighing up to 50 lbs and flying at
over 150 MPH the danger to modelers and
the public is not to be minimized.

(2) The modeling industry and hobbiests
have just spent millions in narrowing
the radio frequency bands in both trans­
mitters and receivers for safety reasons.
PR DOCKET 92-235 has the potential for
making this a waste of time, energy and
money.

(3) As a youth 1 enjoyed model airplanes.
In WWII I was a pilot, but in my adult
years raising a family I had no time to
pursue a hobby. Now in my retirement.
besides donating many hours to church
and community affairs, I am finally
enjoying R.C. flying and the comrade­
ship of others who enjoy the same.

PLEASE DO NOT TAKE THAT AWAY FROM US.
OPPOSE PR DOCKET 92-235. THANK YOU.

Respectfully.

JLv'J()~
Joseph W. Ouellet
14752 Little Greenhorn Rd.
Grass Valley. CA 95945

'.
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993
0:1;5-

.'

l..?t me begin by congratulating YO\1 on your recent election. Here I s
110ping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.e. for adoption.

During the last five years 'fI'e in th<;> Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.e.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 !{hz to 10 Khz. The equipment relJlacelllE:nt was
very ey.pensiv!~ and nOW th",x' would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 IQ1Z~

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn wr~t a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

Tl1is proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference, The models I fly are large, fast ,and
e;o(pensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
Tl1ere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interfer8Dce by another radio broadcasting perr~ps miles away on
a fretjuency only 2.5 Kh:.. away from my r;:tdio,

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not-b€ adopted.
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

J. e . ..dOJ./iUS<-tU

1'344 P..J ~63~ $'­

L-Oh7.1 r/1~ CA- 90717

January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes'. only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.



The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

093 F[B. 8 PN I: o~anuary 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes', only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Since<.'y, 4J?.k?,/.Li:/ /lo.&X 9',6~G~at,~ e:t.7;1,
~7r~~{8"1tf)335-f75/f
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington. D.C. 20510

January 26, 1993

Dear Ms. Fiensteln:

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72:76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby prOVides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.
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Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.



The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:
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I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes', only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Diane Fiensteir fl'7';>
United States Senate f"7;. r ~

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235.



The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

iS93 FEB -8 PH I: 04 January 26, 1993

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72"76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

SinCerely:-t:i/~r~
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

Pi'! I: 05
January 26, 1993

Sincerely, ~, .

/vl/{..C-l?-",~ L. J )hU-"'-L~r L~~'\

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes', only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime bv nnt ",11",...:-- .L.._ ---
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band. ,() f . ~. )J.Vv,' C!
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The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

I';J3 FEB, e Pi! I: O/anuary 26, 1993
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I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point. they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

~

s;ncere~':~D



The Honorable Diane Fienstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Fienstein:

I an very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is
Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72~76 Mhz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies In this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interierence to
radio control operations. I am told that of 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes', only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to ten feet and weigh
as much as 30 to 50 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more
to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interierence causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

It is unfortunate that the FCC chooses to ignore the financial investment hobbyists have
poured into modeling. This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
Uni ted states Senate _, c'" \~" ~2
Washington DC 20510·, -0 ,.
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Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur­
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications commis­
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur­
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92­
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al­
lows for safe use of RiC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RiC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RiC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

I

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con­
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peopl~ like myself.

Sincerely,

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficUlt to avoid having these proposals going into aff ct.

CHROUST lAWfORO ASSOCIATES
3112 PENNSYLVANIA AVEICUE
SANTA MOftICA. CA 904C4





The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Ms. Feinstein,

It has come to my attention that the FCC is considering a change in the frequency
allocation for private usage. The Proposed Rule Making is NPRM PR Docket 92­
2135.

I am writing to you requesting you;!: support in the defeat of this proposal. I am an
RC Modeler that flies radio control airplanes. The reason I am requesting your
support is that the proposed change will insert new frequencies very close to the
current frequencies that the RC Model industry presently uses. The new frequen­
cies will also have higher power than the RC Model frequencies and the frequency
will be mobile, thus the chances that the new frequencies will interfere with the RC
Model frequencies are high.

You may ask why the concern? First of all, if we are flying a radio controlled
powered airplane and someone ,with the new frequency channel radio is near by,
the model will be uncontrollable due to radio interference. This most li.k.ely will
cause the plane to crash. The RC models we fly are not toys. Most planes having a
powered engines are capable of flying at speeds of 50 to 150 mph. An object that is
not under control at those speeds hitting a person would have a good chance of
killing that person or causing serious injury. Secondly, the cost of most of our
planes are from $500.00 to $3000.00. Lastly, there are over three million RC pilots
in the United States that would be affected by this new rule change.

I would appreciate your support in the defeat of this proposed rule change by the
FCC.

Sincerely,
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26031 Ula Concha
Mission Ulejo, CR 92691-5614

February 2, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Reference: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Senetor Feinstein:

I em soon to be retired end derlue meny hours of pleasure from
building end operating radio controlled models.

I own $2,000 worth of radio equipment that would be unusable if this
frequency assignment is etlopted.

The models I build weigh as much as 10 pounds and operate at 60
m.p.h.

Since the proposed new frequencies tire so close, interference will
occur end render most model frequencies unusable.

I tlppreciete your consideretion to uote against this propostll --~ on
PR Docket 92-235.

Sincerely,

?~cJ~
George L. Webster



l'he IIolJor~il)le ;';1'8. Finestei\l 2/4/93
v'nited States Setw te
WashinBton, D.C. 20510
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Dear Sa '1b tor 1'i'Je-;;'c'e'f'11;-9 I:.") 9:41
I 811 retiree. bud e:,10v man'; hours of D,lildinG Ell1d o:Je1'btio...; radio
cootroll"d model t.i~l):!;<nes: I Cl"ve been intereste(;· io ;;.viation &11
my life and I aD 8 mellLer of two locsl radio controll flyinG clubs
whose members all enjoy the hojy.

I 8t1 cl")J1cerned abo'lt .'lropeseC: 1"--"le5 H~:;::t a.'e uncer consiC:erat 'Or'. b:r

t'le FCC. l'h", ~Jl'oceedin '; 1.;;; i.l Docket ;:'12-G05. If ~uOIJtec. tict: rie'll
~1 .l::",:~,'.J ',..,:_=- -.; '''"::'-"..:.. ... :.'cc..\G..::: ... ~ 6 --<~;l-'';il_ ... ", 0": :: 'lel.. ,:-n~:~'_ I~ ,:a '~ -::_ ..
assljneu I'or modal :..J.Sd cane increase t::e ri.sk Ol' sl:Cice:l'l.::b a\~l.,;

btteodar,t liability for controllillc:. model' airplanes.

I o..-m several pieces of new ex)ens _va r8d::'0 eljJ.i)r1ent the t 1'/0 "Ie be
IO--"S; ;)le if this frel,ubnc:; assi,:;mle!1t is adopted • .:: au tole tb?t
of the 50 frequencies that 8_'e presbntly used b~ rbd~o control
model 5i~pLsres, only 19 will be left if these new rules bre
aco;::ted.

:dhen we l.l;;; Vie ~o to "reat len~ths to ass'J.re the S"l'et~' of o)e~":~tor8,

by st"l(1de~'::J, &nd to )rotect .;r'u._drty. Ul.lr sl,fet:,: .)recautioll
involve c&ref.ll c00rc.ination snd use 01 tile radio conti.'ol f'reSuen­
cies. If' t:le ",s&ble i!'eque::\lies &1:'e c.ilninisi1ed tLe rer::&,ininc.;
i'['el~J.encies w:;'11 oeCO!Jie clJn~e5ted c.nd th.e EIGrbi:-: 01' sc-.l'et:t v/,~ll

ce s~e&tly decreased •

•,lj c2.J.bs o.)er&te &t ;:. public biwrl sel-ool in to\i~1 lUG Oil .?riv&te
lJro::;.erty in tbe CO,J:ltry with pllo::'ic ro:"ds close by .... mobile IJhone
cnuld pass by our fly fields at soy time snd our plbne6 WQuld
be 'wcont:'ol&ble if tillS oeVi rule beCOlaE;S ef1'ect~ve.

','ie often fly our model:,; at or-:;bnizeci events &OC contests where there
bre !J very lar,~e number of operators pa~"ticipstinb. We neet the use di'f
all Ollr frel;uencies to aSSi.lre a safe 1'lyin;:, envirorlrlent.

The FCC rIlay not think we /:Ire as importbnt as bussiness user:; 01 koL>ile
rbdios, but we hbve cOtlsidere,ble investment in our 1'100e15 bno.
radio e4~~pment.

'l'he hobby provises many houi's 0:' enjoyment to thous::-nds of peoille
like myself.

Please help us continue the safe enjo~'!nent of our pass time by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposEols for the 72-76 M.HZ
bb nd.

II
L.. G, Lengocre
340 N, Fremont
Mlntoca, CA 95336



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

7660 Kilarney Lane, Apt #156
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

Irff /, February 9 , 1993
'0:32

Dear Senator Feinstein:
I have been interested in modelling for the past twenty years and now am enjoying radio

control model airplanes. In the past five years, I have acquired four radio and transmitter sets for
my airplanes and have invested a lot of time and money into my hobby.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC), PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk
of accidents and liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are ,in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies "rill be left if these new rules are adopted.

Careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies is my always my primary
concern when I fly. I always perform preflight checks since the slightest radio interference would
cause me to lose control of the model and crash. Besides damaging the model itself, it could also
crash into somebody's car or property or, even worse, into other people. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operation conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by 1lQ1 allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

~c~
Dominic Scaduto
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NFRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.,

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

111is proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive,therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
111ere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 !{hz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

OI]:OIIN Z/ 811 FcC:


